Appi No/ 10/81 R001 

Racpooss dated July 13, 2006 

RepR to Office action of June 14, 2000 



Claims 10-29 am pending to the pw$rst application. ; 

According to the CRbce, Restriction Is required uoder 35 U.S.C. Sections 121 m 
372 between the claims based on the following Groups: 

1} Claims 10-20 5 drawn to a composition composing at least ana oonjegatad llnoie^ 
alcohol; and 

2) Claims 21-29, drawn to a molded of presiding the composition above for 

or an animal. 



According to die Off lea. Restriction is proper because the claims of Groups 1 
and 2 "no not relate to a single general loses use concept under PC T Rale 13.1 
because, under POT Rale 1 3.2 S Obey lack the same or corresponding special technical 
re a tuns,, ... 

; ^ the Rageeement Is respectfully traversed, 

3? C.0,R, 1475(0) provides in relevant gad that: 

ob) An international or a nabonat ataga appiiosOan containing claims to different 
categories of invention will be considered la have unity of Invention If the 
are drawn eatyto one of Ida f^lapii caaiataatlaaa of 



fit A product and a process specially adapteo for r.he manufacture of cad product; or 
(2) A product and a pmeaas of uae of said product; or* . - (emphasis supplied).* 



AppL Mo,.: i KIf lil: 

Response chafed July 13, .2006 

Reply to Of lis action of June 1 1 1 2006 

In the present spplfe^to, claims 10-20 are drawn to "a pradUGf and claims 21- 
29 are drawn to ''a process of mm of said products Th#se claims iftm cf&ady comply 
with the unity of Invention provisions of 3? O.OR,, 1 ,476 (b)(2). 

Accordingly, the claims of 'the present application have unity of invention, as 
express;/ specified in Rule 0420 above. 

(Tne OffiOo has no appropriate course of action here other than to comply with 
the express language of 37 CRR, 1 .475, and withdraw the lack of unity of Invention 
determination, 

Nonetheless, In compliance with the Requirement, Applicants provisionally elect 
claims 10-21 of Group 1. 

It Is respectfully submitted however, ferine reasons stated above, that Rule 
1 .473 mandates the Office to withdraw the Requ irement and examine all claims of the 
present application -on the merits, 

elected pmcess claims at pages 4 and 5 of the Office Action, ||||||||| : 

2) Ejection of Sp oo ls :iir:iii:iiii(iil(||||i|l|||| ■(i;(::^f(lllf 
According to the Office, an election of species Is required among the claims to: 

a) the sis- and trans-lsoniars of a conjugated linoleyl alcohol: 

b) conjugated llnolalo acid, conjugated llnolelc esters, and mixtures thereof; and 

c) R groups of the conjugated linofelc acid ester of formula fjjj 



A?)OL N-0.: 10/6l?,8:91 

Response dated Juiv 13. 2006 

Reply to Office action of Jane 1 4 , 2006 

The Election requirement Is respectfully traversed . Simply sfa»id 5 Applicants do 
not understood the requirement and s determination here ay the Office that the claims 
of the present application represent "mors than one species of the generic Invention." 

Applicants ore not: clear on §||lf|§ Office considers In be the |ll||lt in this 
Instance.: 

for Instance, claim 10 calls for at least one conjugated Nnoieyi .dcohoLseieded 
from ire specified cts~ and traneusemers. 

And claim 111 which depends from claim ||| ^fe.ferd'a^^iW^^ ^mppneif 
selected from the group consisting of conjugated Imoleic §§§1 cnnlupafed llnolelc iajd 
a|.t§rs.anc mixtures thereof." 111111111111111111111 

it is thus respectfully suhnaded that the Office has erred lo the ||||||||||||| that 
an IB!!! an acid, and an acid aster are spaces of the came genus. 

Furthermore, the conjugated ilnoleic acid and sola esters are claimed as 
additional components 11 combination with the conjugated linoleyl alcohol. 

The Office Is respectfully requested to reconsider and wlhdraw the election 
requirement 

I compliance with the Requirement, Applicants provisionally elect the ms« and 
trameisoows of conjugated llnoleyl alcohol, which Is Identified as T at page 3 of the 
Office Action, 

Claims 10-13, 1ll§ and 28 read on the lli|li||l|| elected "speeieso 



ease 4 of 5 



Appl. m.: 10/51?, 891 

Response dated My 13. 2006 

Reply to Office action of Our?® 14> 2000 

Favorable r«w$W#mfe m4 m early action on the maris m. all paneling 
cisirrts are respectfully solicit 

Respectfully submitted > 
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